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to support conviction as demonstrated by inconsistency of jury’s verdict; whether
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Brady v. Maryland (373 U.S. 83) and did not disclose it until after jury returned
verdict; claim that DNA match between sweatshirt found in vicinity of crime
scene and DNA sample of convicted felon constituted material evidence; claim
that lack of evidence of DNA match at trial undermined trial’s fairness and
resulted in verdict that was not worthy of confidence.
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court improperly granted defendant’s motion to dismiss plaintiff’s action on
ground that plaintiff failed to provide certificate of good faith and opinion pursu-
ant to § 52-190a; whether plaintiff’s claims were based on ordinary negligence
or medical malpractice.



